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pursuance thereof" are "the supreme law of the
land," and "the judges in every State" are "bound
thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of any
State to the contrary notwithstanding." But they
are bound as state judges and only as such; and
what the Constitution is, or what acts of Con-
gress are " in pursuance " of it, is for them to declare
without any correction or interference by the courts
of another jurisdiction. Indeed, it is through the
power of its courts to say finally what acts of
Congress are constitutional and what are not, that
the State is able to exercise its right of arresting
within its boundaries unconstitutional measures of
the General Government. For the legislative nul-
lification of such measures proposed by the Vir-
ginia and Kentucky resolutions is thus substituted
judicial nullification by the local judiciaries.

In Martin vs. Hunter's Lessee,1 which was de-
cided in February, 1816, Story, speaking for the
Court, undertook to answer Roane. Roane's ma-
jor premise he met with flat denial: "It is a
mistake/' he asserts, "that the Constitution was
not designed to operate upon States in their cor-
porate capacities. It is crowded with provisions

11 Wheaton, 304.    Marshall had an indirect interest in the case.
See supra, pp. 44-45.
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